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Commissioner of Patents 
And Tniilemarlcs 
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Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450 



Sir: 

In response to the Exaininer's Action mailed March 24. 2005, Applicant elects lo prosecute with traverse 
Group I, drawn to figures 1-24, claims 1-9, 15-16. IS and 19 

Based on ihe restriction requirement, Applicant lists Groups w follows: 

Group I Figures 1-24 Claims V9, 15-16, 18, 19 

Group II Figures 25-34 Claims 1 -20 



Applicant disagrees with the restriction requirement for several reasons. A policy consideration behind a 
restriction I'cqujrement would suggest that separate inventions exists tliat inherently wouM include separate prior art 
searches, examia^ions, examiners^ etc. llic Prlmaiy Examiner docs not state that diffen^nt art units and/or different 
cxaimners would need to search and examine the inventions of Groups I cfe J J, If Groupr. [ and II. can be searched 
by the same an unit and further by the same examiner, then having different examiners conduct separate searches 
and examinations would not create an undue time and financial burden on both ihc pateir ofnce and on the 
applicant. 

Afiain, in reference to the Restriction requirement. Applicant wishes to make ihiur election to prosecute the 
invention of Group 1 Figures 1-24, claims 1-9, 15-16, 1 8 and 19 with traverse. 



Respcctrwlly submitted; 



Brian S. Steinberger, Esq, 
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